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SUPPLY        and  DISPOSITION 


Produced  in 
backyard  flocks 
Imports  f 


Used  for 
fiatching 

Expo 
&  other 


Dried 

hing\      I  Frozen  or 

\    I      ^    used  as 
rts^\   I    ^  liquid 


TOTAL  U.  S.  PRODUCTION  (INCL.  NONFARM)  5,670    MIL.  DOZ. 


Not  entering  com- 
mercial trade 


U.  S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


□ 


Cold  storage, 
season  peoK 


*  PARTLY  EJT/MA  TED 

NEC.   2I«-S4(I)  AGRICULTURAL  UARKETINC  SERVICE 


Use  of  fresh  eggs  at  the  family  table 
is  the  largest  outlet  for  U.  S.  production. 
Because  a  large  part  of  this  demand  is 
from  farm  families  who  produce  eggs, 
and  from  keepers  of  backyard  flocks, 
about  20  percent  of  the  eggs  produced 
never  enter  commercial  trade. 

Supplies  of  eggs  marketed  in  the 


spring  always  exceed  requirements 
for  immediate  consumption,  so  an  im- 
portant part  of  the  output  at  that  season 
is  stored  for  later  use.  In  addition, 
the  requirement  for  eggs  for  hatching 

is  strongly  seasonal,  with  the  greatest   

needs  occurring  in  the  SDi'ing,  v^lHfjl  r~\  a  q  ^ 
supplies  are  largest.  L  1  B  1^^^,^.^^^^^^ 


CURRt^T  SERIAL  ^iEC» 

FEB  15T9S4 

UNITED  STATES  DE PA RTM E NjpJC^^^^^»^»tJ^^ 

AGRICULTURAL  MARKETING  SERVICE 
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THE  PODLIRT  AK>  BC  SmVOICS  AT  A  GUKI 


lUm 


Volt 


Month  J.  _ 


dAto  < 


«  1952 


I : 

::  Nontli 
1953  or 

:t  dat« 


:Avera^ 
:19'»2-51 

■■  y 


1952 
2/ 


1953 
3/ 


CoMsnta  on 
currant  gitn&tlon 


Tan  prodootlon  


Aroraaa  ouaber  of 
lATora  CD  f  axaa  . 


Honthly  egg  productloa 
per  layer   


Wl.  dot. 
mUlons 
Xgga 


Frloa  raoalrad  tj 
faiaara   <Ct.p»r  doc. 


Prloa  raovlrad  \>i 
twrmn  oa  •  proaot- 
•ea  of  p«nt7  


BX2S 


lov. 


Boy. 


■ov. 


263.2 
379.6 
9.0 


373.3 
371.7 
12.0 


1»00.2 
376.3 
12.8 


Dac. 


Dac. 


Dac. 


326.1» 
397. 
9.9 


IH9.8  IV38.9 
380.5  387.9 


Retail  price  (AMS)  .. 
XgS-faad  prloa  ratio 
Stoekat 


I  Baroant  j 
Ct.par  dot.: 

Lb.  faad  : 

t 
t 
t 


Shall  ,..tn>oaa.«Maa 

flrocan  :  Wl.  lb. 

t 

CMoka  ha  to  hart  ^7  ook-  i 
■arolal  battdiarlaa  Nilllona 


Pnllata  not  jat  of 
iBTlne  aea  on  tmm 

Tsm  prioa  of  pomltrj 
ntlon  •• 


Hot. 

Hot. 

Oct. 
■onr, 

Dae.  1 
Dee.  1 

Hot. 

Dee.  1 


l»8.5       51.9      lv9.7  s 


Dec. 


Dol.par  ovtt  Sot. 


89 
66.4 
i;^.6 

78l» 
135.5 

'^9.'^ 

76.1 

3.39 


88 
74.2 
12.7 

393 
72.5 

c'7.8 

In. 9 

l».09 


:t 
1: 

:: 

89  :<  Dec. 
:t 

::  BoT. 
:  t 

13.5  :«  Dec. 

1: 
:: 

137  ::  Jan.  1 
61.0  t:  Jan.  1 
: ! 

107.0  Dac. 
: ! 


I16.2 


Jan.  1 


3.68  M  Dec. 


91 
65. 1» 

•AX 

288 
99.5 

i^7.3 

lv2.8 

3.1*4 


Price  received  by  fara- 
ers  for  chickens,  live 

Broilers  

Farm  chickens  

All  chickens  


Price  received  by  fam- 
ers  for  all  chickens  as 
a  percentage  of  parity 


Ct.  per  lb. 
do. 
do. 


faroent 


Betall  prloe  of  ohlokBsa; 
dressed  (A>E)   jCt.  per  lb. 


Prloa  reoalTed  by 
famsra  for  turksys, 
UTa   


Stooka: 


Ct.  par  lb. 


Poultry,  axelu&lng 
turkays    mi.  lb. 


Turkey* 


Chlokan-faad  prloa 
r»tlo   


Nil.  lb. 
Lb.  faad 


Torksy-fead  prloa  ratio  :   Lb.  faad 

1 

Araraga  ii»akly  plstoa-  : 
■ant  of  ohlokB  In  % 
11  brollar  araaa  :  NiUiana 


BOT. 

Bov, 

BOT. 


Hot. 
Oct. 

Dac.  1 
Dae.  1 

lOT. 

BoT. 
■ev. 


26.8 
23.7 
25.1 


50.7 
35.0 

184.6 
77.1 

7.6 
}j0.6 


31.6 
21.6 
26.7 


26.2 

ao.6 

23.6 


84  77 
53.7  52.4 

33.7  33.9 


Dee. 
Dec. 
Dac. 


Dec. 


Hot. 


28.7 
24.5 
25.8 


104  84 


Blslng  saasooally 


oaplta  dlsappaaranoe  . 

isa 

•  Oct. 

29.6 

32.5 

31.8  : 

•  Bov. 

28.4 

32.6 

32.6 

Ttnitvu  «gg  prodootlon  . 

:  Wl. 

lb. 

5  Oct. 

3.6 

4.8 

6.2  : 

!  Borv. 

2.5 

4.5 

5.5 

Dried  agg  prodootlon  .. 

:  Wl. 

lb. 

:  Oct. 

7.9 

0.8 

1.1  « 

'-  BOT. 

6.6 

1.0 

1.3 

13.3       13.6  (  Ta«r-to-year  rises  reflect 
long-taxa  tread 


10-year  average  reflects 
Qovannwnt  progrona 


43.5      46.6  48.5 


79  90 

72.3  68.6 

11.4  12.9 


153  78 

50.2  42.4 

94.7  116.5 

24.3  25.9  J 
4.08  3.77 


Seasonal  decline  to  date  Is 
very  noderate 


Parity  base  changes  in 
January 


Probably  seasoa  Icnr 


3>year  lov  vas  In  December 


29.7  23.4 
22.2  20.9 
26.6  22.4 


73 


49.8      54.8  52.9 


Dec.  36j6      34.6  34.4 


136.3  151-9  Jan.  1  185.2  132.0  153.6 
158.1  135.2 


S«aw  recovery  eilready  noted 
frcB  Deeeaber's  low  broiler 
price 


6.5 

8,2 

12.6 


6.4 

9.2 


t  Jan.  1      65.8     146.6     124.8  :  Tear-ago  stocks  Indudad 

turkays  for  niiiiiii  por- 
ohasa  progran 

5.9  1 


Dee. 
Dee. 


7.8 

n.o 


1/  Except  vbere  data  are  for  January,  in  which  case 
vhicb  cases  the  year  Is  1953*    "ij  Except  vhere  data  a: 


:: 
: : 

14.6  ::  Dee. 


6.5 
8.5 

13.3 


9.1  : 
: 

l4.9  .  Record -large  broiler  slaugli- 
ter  Imlleated  for  March 


the  averages  are  for  I943-52,  2/  Except  vhere  data  are  for  Jcumary,  In 
re  for  January,  in  vhlch  cases  the  year  is  1954. 
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THE    POULTRY    AND    i^GG  SITUATION 


Approved  by  the  Outlook  and  Situation  Board,  January  20,  195^ 

SUMI-IARY 

Egg  prices  have  declined  seasonally,  but  niuch  less  than  usual,  and 
in  mid-January  prices  were  nearly  the  same  as  both  a  month  earlier  and  a 
year  earlier.    The  decline  is  being  limited  by  the  continuing  good  demand 
for  eggs  for  immaaiate  consumption,  and  early- season  activity  by  coimner- 
cial  egg  breakers .    Although  egg  production  has  been  above  a  year  earlier 
in  recent  months,  prices  in  early  January  were  generally  close  to  those  at 
the  same  time  in  1953* 

During  the  spring,  monthly  egg  production  is  likely  to  exceed  1953 
by  little  if  any  mere  than  the  3  percent  that  nu^nbers  of  potential  layers 
January  1,  195^,  exceeded  a  year  earlier.    In  December,  egg  production  was 
5  percent  above  a  year  earlier. 

Broiler  prices  have  recovered  about  half  of  the  sharp  drop  which 
occurred  in  most  areas  in  the  last  half  of  December.    Demand  has  improved 
since  the  closing  weeks  of  the  year,  when  turkey  was  bought  heavily  for 
holiday  meals,  but  prices  are  not  likely  to  immediately  return  to  the 
levels  of  November  or  earlier.    Monthly  supplies  of  broilerrs  for  slaughter 
will  increase  each  month  through  March  ^riien  they  are  likely  to  be  record 
high. 

Farmers  reported  on  January  1  their  intentions  to  raise  7  percent 
more  turkeys  in  195'^-  than  in  1953.    'j^'he  number  of  turkeys  tested  for  inclu- 
sion in  breeding  flocks,  particularly  light-breed  turkeys,  seems  more  than 
adequate  to  provide  the  poults  for  the  intended  crop.    Farmers  intend  to 
raise  9  percent  more  light-breed  turkeys,    ilovrever,  the  number  of  light- 
breed  birds  tested  to  January  1  for  inclusion  in  breeding  flocks  was  63  per- 
cent larger  than  to  the  same  date  of  last  season. 

Farmers'  intentions  to  raise  chickens  for  laying  flock  replacement 
will  be  surveyed  in  February''.    Early  season  hatchery  activity  has  been  ahead 
of  last  year,  and  the  economic  indicators  suggest  that  farmers  will  be  in- 
teresxcd  in  expanding  their  flocks.    Despite  an  indication  that  feed  prices 
are  now  ric^.„g  from  a  3-year  low,  the  seasonally-ad justed  egg-feed •  price 
ratio  for  tne  next  6  or  6  months  is  likely  to  continue  favorable  to  piroducers. 

Egg  Prices  Move  Toward  Springtime  Lojv^ 

Egg  prices  to  mid -January  had  declined  less  than  usual.    Prices  on 
the  Pacific  Coast  were  clearly  below  a  year  earlier,  but  in  most  opLer  areas 
were  about  the  same  as  last  year,  or  even  slighxly  higher.    At  h'^  cen'-^s 
per  dozen  in  the  week  ended  January    I5 ,    wholesale  prices  for  mid--V7estern 
mixed  colors,  Extras  in  New  York  City  were    23    percent  lower  than  the  high- 
est monthly  price  last  fall,  63.5  cents  in  September. 
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In  1952-53;  when  springtirae  egg  prices  were  unusually  high,  the 
corresponding  decline  was  about  the  ssir.e;  it  was  23  percent,  from  63.5  cents 
as  the  October  average  to  ii9  cents  in  mil- January .    The  average  decline  for 
this  wholesale  grade  in  New  York  for  t'ne  previov.s  5  years  had  been  about 
35  percent.     On  a  U.  3.  average  farm  price  basis  the  decline  fror.  the  peak 
to  iriid-January  averaged  15  cents  in  the  5  years  ending  with  1952^  bub  it 
was  only  6.1  cents  in  1952-53'    The  5-year  average  of  the  peak  monthly  farm 
prices  was  56.7  cents,  against  42.0  cents  as  the  average  for  January 

Several  factors  figur-e  in  this  season's  very  moderate  seasonal  de- 
cline.   The  lov;  stocks  of  frozen  egg  are  one  of  these  factors.    January  1 
stocks  of  frozen  egg  were  only  h2  riiillJ.on  pounds,  even  smaller  than  the 
SHiall  holdings  of  50  million  pounds  on  January  1,  1953?  and  considerably 
below  the  67  million  pounis  of  January  1,  1952.    Because  of  the  low  cm'rent 
level  of  stocks,  egg  breaking  in  large  volume  probably  will  begin  early  in 
the  season.     If  that  occurs,  a  pan:  of  the  seasonal  sm-plus  of  eggs  will 
be  diverted  before  it  becoaes  a  serious  price-depressing  influence. 

Also  affecting  the  situation  is  the  long-tine  trend  toward  evenir^- 
out  seasonal  variation  in  egg  production,  and  with  it  a  cori'csponding  evening 
out  of  seasonal  price  changes.    This  has  resulted  largely  from  the  increased 
rates  of  lay  per  hen  in  the  fall.    Rates  of  lay  in  the  spring  have  increased 
relatively  little. 

Partly  as  a  result  of  the  seasonal  evening-out  process,  egg  produc- 
tion in  the  next  few  months  is  likely  to  exceed  1953  by  only  small  margins. 
The  possible  increase  vill  be  due  chiefly  to  the  3  percent  increase  from 
last  year  in  January  1  numbers  of  potential  layers  on  farms.    Rates  of  lay 
are  not  likely  to  be  significantly  above  a  year  ago.    Production  in  October- 
December  1953  was  6  percent  higher  than  a  year  earlier^  v/ith  the  increased 
rate  of  lay  the  principal  reason  for  the  increase. 

Judging  by  prices  quoted  in  early  January  and  by  the  market  activity 
at  that  time,  stocks  ox  frozen  egg    included  a  relative  surplus  of  albumen 
but  an  insufficient  quantity  of  yolk  and  of  mixed  whole  egg.    The  adjustment 
to  this  situation  may  result  in  some  decrease  in  the  price  of  albumen  rela- 
tive to  yolk  and  mixed  v/hole  egg,  since  the  proportions  of  yolk  and  albumen 
which  m.ay  be  sepai'ated  from  the  egg  are  relatively  fixed.    Table  2  shows 
that  there  have  been  vride  vai'iations  in  recent  years  in  the  relative  values 
of  albumen  and  volk. 


;  The  summary,  by  wee];s,  of  1953  broiler  chick 

:  placem.ents  in  reporting  areas  will  be  released 

:  about  January  26,  and  will  be  included  in  the  next 

:  Poultry  and  Egg  Situation,  ratht-r  than  in  tlie  Janu-' 

:  ary  issue  as  has  heretofore  been  customary. 

:  PJ^so,  the  next  issue  of  the  Poultry  and  Egg 

:  Situation  will  include  the  table,  usually  published 

:  in  January,  showing  the  derivation  of  the  base  per- 

:  icd  prices  for  eggs,  chickens,  and  turkeys  for  the 

:  new  year.    These  base  period  prices,  which  determine 

:  parity  price  levels  for  the  calendar  year,  may  be 

:  affected  by  revisions  which  will  not  be  released 

:  until  the  January  29  publication  of  Agricultiiral 

:  Prices, 


Table  1.-  E^^s:    Prices,  January  12,  195'+  with  comparisons 


Item 

oan.  JLy, 
:  195^+ 

.  uec  .  -L  ? , 
:  1953' 

:  1953 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

u.  D.  ave>.a  ,e  price  receivej.  uy 
farmers,  per  dozen: 

kQ.3 

Iowa,  price  received  by  farmers, 
per  dozen: 
Grade  A  Large 
Current  receiijts 

39-hk 
37 -UO 

i|0-U2 
33.1+0 

3Q-hO 
35-37 

New  Ycrl:,  wholesale  price,  per 
dozen: 

Midwestern,  mixed  colors,  faiicy 

he  avy^7e  i . jh  t  s 
Nearby  whites,  extra  fancy, 

heavyweijnts 
Frozen  e^g,  per  pomd  ly' 
Mixed  whole  egg 
Yoll:,  No.  color 
Albumen 

33-39i 
3/6k\.66 
25-26 

3/61^-65" 
27-29 

4y 
52 
354-36^ 

3/h-hkQ 
3h-37 

Chicago,  wholesale  price,  per 
dozen: 

Mixed  colors,  extras.  Large  : 
Futures  contracts  : 

January  delivery  : 

Se;-.t ember  delivery 

H7i-uai 

h6.k5 
hG.OO 

kb-k9 

U2.15 
kk.50 

^3.95 
i^7.05 

San  Francisco,  wholesale  price,  ; 
per  dozen:  ; 
Grade  A,  Large  : 

54--55i 

57-|-58i- 

1/  These  are  carlcts,  current  pack,  when  so  quoted;  othenrise,  nearest 
comparable  description.    Quotations  from  The  Producer ' s  Price  Current. 
2/  Spring  pad".. 

3/  Carlcts  not  quoted.    Prices  are  for  l.c.l. 
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Table  2  .-  Frozen  egg  and  products:    Monthly  prices  at  Now  York  City 
and  comparisons,  JanueuTr  1951  to  date 


\       Price  per  pound 

1  Value 
'  1 

of  the  yield  of 

Value  of  1  pound  of 
frozen  albumen  as  a 

Greater  value 

;         New  York  City 

case  of  eggs 

percentage 

of  value  cf?  of  1  TJound  of 

Yaar 

As 

mi  xe  d  who  le 

■Ml  rati 

As 
mixed 

separated 
yolk 

0  A  7-1 B   0 -f*  A  H 

1  pound 
of  frozen 

1  pound 
of  frozen 
yolk 

pound  of 

I  whole 

whole 

and 

mixed 

:  egg 

albumen 

whole 

1  axDumen 

e^ 

1/ 

esA 

wViO  1  A 



:  Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Dollars 

Dollars 

DollELTS 

Percent 

Percent 

''  Cents 

1951 

Jan. 

:  3**. 7 

55.0 

21.5 

IS."*** 

Ik.lk 

.70 

62 

39 

13.2 

Feb . 

:  3U..6 

55.5 

22.8 

13.  Uo 

11*. 50 

1.10 

66 

Ul 

11.8 

Mar. 

:  35.8 

56.9 

25.6 

13.86 

15.35 

I.U9 

72 

»*5 

10.2 

Apr. 

.  36.3 

56.8 

25.5 

li*.06 

15.31 

1.25 

70 

**5 

10.8 

May- 

38.1 

61.1 

26.6 

I'*. 75 

16.29 

1.51* 

70 

hk 

11.5 

June 

:  36.8 

61.7 

25.2 

IU.25 

16.09 

1.78 

68 

1*1 

11.6 

July 

36.5 

61. U 

2k. 6 

11*.  13 

15.91 

1.82 

67 

ko. 

11.9 

Aug . 

•  36.  U 

61,0 

2k.8 

14.09 

15.89 

1.80 

68 

hi 

11.6 

Sept. 

.  36.5 

60.5 

2k.6 

ll*.13 

15.75 

1.62 

67 

kl 

11.9 

Oct. 

36.5 

60.6 

25.9 

1U.13 

16.05 

1.92 

71 

U3 

10.6 

Not  . 

35-5 

61.0 

26,0 

13.75 

16.11* 

2.39 

73 

»*3 

9.5 

Dec . 

35.5 

61.1* 

27:9 

13.75 

16.62 

2.87 

79 

.  »*5 

7.6 

1952 

Jan. 

31.7 

60.2 

25.0 

12.27 

15.79 

3.52 

79 

6.7 

Feb. 

29.0 

50.9 

20.2 

11.23 

13.15 

1.92 

70 

1*0 

8.8- 

Mar. 

28.2 

51.2 

17  .4 

10.92 

12.61 

.  1.69 

62 

3^ 

10.8 

Apr. 

28.8 

52. »f 

17.6 

11.15 

12.86 

1.71 

61 

3U 

11.2 

Ma7 

29.3 

51.8 

19. H 

11. 3** 

13.13 

1.79 

66 

37 

9.9 

Juae  ; 

30.7 

50.6 

22.7 

11.89 

13.63 

1.71* 

^  7l* 

1*5 

8.0 

July  : 

32.7 

51.5 

2/32 .5 

12.66 

15.88 

3.22 

99 

63 

0.2 

Au;.  : 

32.8 

53.0 

30.9 

12.70 

15.80 

3.10 

9h 

58 

1.9 

Sept.  : 

31. 

52.1 

29.5 

12.16 

15. 3U 

3.18 

9U 

57 

1.9 

Oct.  : 

31.0 

.51.2 

30.6 

12.00 

15.1*3 

3.^*3 

99 

60 

.1* 

Nov .  ; 

33.1 

UT.8 

33.1 

12.82 

15.37 

2.55 

100 

69 

0 

De3.  : 

35.1 

1*6.6 

13.59 

15.50 

1.91 

99 

71* 

.1* 

1953  : 

Jan.  : 

32.8 

I16.5 

35.3 

12.70 

15.61 

2.91 

108 

76 

2.5 

Feb.  : 

35.0 

U7.I 

3'*.3 

13.55 

15.51 

1.96 

98 

73 

.7 

Mar.  : 

36.9 

50.1 

32.3 

IU129 

15.60 

■  1.31 

88 

61* 

1*.6 

Apr.  : 

38.2 

52.2 

32.6 

11*. 79 

16.02 

1.23 

85 

62 

5.6 

May  : 

39.2 

55.8 

33.8 

15.18 

16.91 

1.73 

86 

61 

5.»* 

June  : 

38.1 

55.1 

32.6 

11*. 75 

16.53 

1.78 

86 

59 

5.5 

July  : 

38.1 

30.7 

11*. 75 

16.09 

1.31* 

81 

56 

7.i* 

Aug.  : 

39.2 

56.1 

32.3 

15.18 

16.61+ 

1.1*6  ' 

82  • 

58 

6.9 

Sent.  : 

39.5 

59. »* 

32.7 

.  15.29 

17.29 

2.00 

83 

55 

6.8 

Oct.  : 

39.9 

59.9 

31.9 

lit.  1*5 

17.21 

1.76 

80 

53 

8.0  ■ 

Nor.  : 

39.2  2/63.9 

29.8 

15.18 

17.1*6 

2.28 

76 

«*7 

9.1* 

Dec . 

39.7  2/65.7 

28.0 

15.37 

17.39 

2.02 

71 

11.7 

195^*  : 

Jan.  y 

39.1+ 

65.2 

27-2 

1/  Average  yield  per  case  of  breaking  stock  during  Jan.-J\ily:  Whole  egg,  38.72  pounds;  yolk, 
17.36  pounds;  albumen,  21. 36  pounds. 


2/  Carlots  not  quoted.  Prices  sure  for  l.c.l 
^  Average  for  first  10  days  of  month. 
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Egg  Futures  Prices 
Below  Last  Year 


Egg  fu-^,u-'es  prices  for  the  Septembei-  and  October  195^  contracts  ranged 
around     44  and         cer.ts  per  dozea  in  the  week  of  January  9.     (By  January  20 
they  had  risen  almost  to  ^7  cents.)    At  the  January  9  level  they  -^vare  lower 
than  the  monthly  highs  at  any  time  in  the  life  of  the  corresponding  1953 
contracts.  Near  the  hT  cent  level  in  mid-January,  the  195^  contracts  had 
risen  to  a  price  higher  than  at  any  time  since  trading  in  those  contracts 
began. 

The  pattern  of  prices  for  contracts  based  on  eggs  stored  in  1953 
is  shown  in  table  k. 

At  this  season  of  the  year,  before  storage  begins  on  a  large  scale, 
futures  prices  are  related  to  expected  prices  for  shell  eggs  during  the 
into-sxorage  season.    Later  on,  after  shell  egg  prices  have  risen  past 
the  point  for  profitable  stox'age,  the  fuLuces  prices  are  probably  more  closely 
linked  to  the  s';Z(?.  of  existing  storage  stocks,  the  expected  level  of  fresh 
egg  price.!  duriLie:  tiie  mor^.ths  when  the  ». '.atracts  mature.    Also,  as  the  expira- 
tio-i  date  for  each  contract  approaches,  the  price  becomes  subject  to  "techni- 
cal" cor.ditions  within  the  futures  market. 


Table  h.-  Egg  future  contracts  on  the  Chicago  Mercantile  Exchange! 
Monthly  range  to  date  of  daily  closing  prices,  contracts 
based  on  eggs  stored  in  1953- 


Range  of  daily  ; 

Contract 

closing  prices  : 

(per  dozen)  ; 

Sept .  : 

Oc  i  . 

Nov . 

D:.c.  : 

Jan. 

duriag  the  : 

1953  : 

1953  : 

1953 

1953 

195^+ 

month  of:  : 

Cer.ts 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

Cents 

1952  : 

October 

i+3.50-ii5.05 

November 

December 

;  ^3.50-^5.75 

U3.70  A -45. 75 

1953 

January 

•  i+'^.75-i+7.55 

41;.  85 -4?.  60 

Pebrusrj'- 

:  46.55-^9. 65 

50-^^9.65 

March 

:  50.35-52.75 

^!-9.35-51.75 

April 

:  51.20-5^.25 

50.20-52.65 

49^30-51.30 

May 

5  51.35-53.95 

50.25-51.85 

48.J+0-50.15 

B 

June 

:  51.85-5^.20 

50.50-52.80 

48.65-50.70 

July 

:  51.75-53.85 

50.80-52.80 

40.15-50.40 

46.50-^7-60  B 

August 

:  52.35-5^^.10 

50.50-52.25 

47. U5  A-49.75  ^5.25  A-47.45 

4i.5O-U5.OO 

September 

:  51.65-5^.^0 

50.75-53.80 

V7. 35 -51. 50 

44.00-i+8.25 

October 

U8. 90-53. 60 

44.90-51.30 

43.70-i17.65 

42.10-44.25 

November 

41.85-43.95 

41.05-^3.05 

39. 85 -Ul. 40 

December 

I+2.IO-U7.75 

40. 15 -U2. 25 

A  -  Asked 
B  -  Bid 
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Tatle  5  .-  Broiler  prices,  selected  areas  and  reported  chick  placements, 

November  k9.53  to  date 


(a)  In  month  result- 
ini3  in  inarke tings 
for  stated  month 
(i.e.,  3  months 
previous) 

("b)  In  Given  month 


Area  or  period 

\  Weight 
[    cr  class 
.  1/ 

Averase 
:    received  by 
;  at  mid -month 
I    where  area 

price 
farmers 
in  Stc^te 

is  located 

Quotation  by 
Market  Kevs  Service 

\  November  15 ! 

December  15 

December  21. 

January  15 

■ 

(a)  CentSj 

per  pound 

: ei -Mar-Va 

:3-|-  Ihs.  and 

:  tinder 

:  2/25.1 

2/18.0 

17^-19-u- 

2U-25 

Boston  ai  ea 

ibs. 

3/25.0 

3/2i^.O 

T  A   1  Q 

21-23 

Shenandoah  Valley 

.Broilers  or 

fryers 

V24.5 

V19.5 

17-18 

23-2U 

;.orth  Georgia 

Under 

;      32  IDS . 

dd. .  U 

20-21 

2ii 

/orkansas 

>              ~-' u 

lbs. 

25.0 

21-23 

23-24 

Texas 

•      2i-3  . 

lbs. 

:  26.5 

27.0 

22-23 

24-25 

San  JcaqiUin  Valley  ' 

Fryers 

30.0 

28.0 

2i+-26 

27-29 

leva 

2^  lbs.  and; 

up.  : 

26.0 

26.0 

5/22-23 

5/24-25 

U.  3.  mid -month  : 

Broilers  : 

26.2 

23.  i+ 

(b)  Chick  placements  (millions);  weeiiLy  average 
rate  in  reporting  areas 


November  1953 


December  1953 


January  1954 


12.0 
14.4 


11.7 
l4.9 


12.8 
6/ 


1/  Applicable  to  Market  News  quotation;  mid-month  average  prices  are  for  average 
of  sizes  and  grades  as  sold  by  farmers. 
2/  Delaware 
3/  f-'^ssachusetts. 
?/  Virginia. 

5/  Friday  of  given  week. 

J/  On  the  basis  of  2  weeks'  hatchings  plus  record  of  e^gs  in  incubators,  January 
1954-,  is  likely  to  be  slightly  larger  than  December  1953. 
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Broiler  Prices  Piclc  Up  ,  ,     •  . 

After  Sharp  Dcce_Eiber  Dr_op 

In  mid -January,  broiler  prices  in.  most  areas  were  recovering  from 
the  sharp  decline  of  the  la.st  2  weeks  of  .December.    At  the  lowest  point, 
16  and  l3  cent,  daily  quotations  were  reported  in  Jjel"'-ria..:--Va,  the  Shenan- 
doah Valley  of;  Virginia,  and  North  Carol.ina,  while  daily  lows  in  most  other 
areas,  except  in  the  far  West,  ranged  frcm  about  20  to  23  cents. 

The  mid -December  U,  S.  average  price  received  by  farmers  was  23.^ 
cents  per  pound,  but  prices  at  mid-month  were  not  yet  at  their  low  point. 
A  month  earlier,  the  U.  S.  average  for  broilers  was  26.2  cents. 

Broiler  slaughter  in  December  v;as  probably  smaller  than  in  any  other 
month  of  1953^  and  smaller  than  is  errpected  for  any  month  of  195^  tlirough 
April.    The  year-end  demand  for  broilers  was  also  low  as  is  to  be  exjoected 
around  the  holidays  when  retailers  feature  turkey  and  ham.    The  price  pick- 
up in  early  January  indicates  that  demand  has  recovered.    However,  demand 
through  March  will  be  met  by  increasing  monthly  slaughter.  Therefore, 
prices  in  that  period  f.re  likely  to  continue  below  the  levels  of  the  fall 
cf  1953. 

In  previous  periods  when  prices  were  low,  broiler  producers  generally 
reduced  their  chick  placements  sharply.    As  a  result -.the  broiler  supply 
would  be  reduced  seme  months  later.     FIcwever,  the  reports  a\ailable  by  mid- 
January  indicate  that  producers  have  not  yet  reduced -.placements  except  those 
related  to  hatches  coming  off  or  eggs  set  during  the  Christmas  week.  Set- 
tings of  eggs  in  incubators  d\iring  the  peak  we(3k  (llovember  26)  v;ere  20.3  mil- 
lion.   By  January  9  the  rate  had  fallen  only  to  I9.9 -.millicnc    Between  those 
2  dates,  settings  in  some  areas  dropped  to  a  lower  level;  but  these  reduc- 
tions were  due  to  the  fact  that  some  hatcherymen  and  :farmerG  wanted  to  be 
free  of  the  responsibility  for  a  new  hatch  of  chicks  diu'ing  the  holidays. 

Turkey_s:    Farmers  Intend  Larger 
Prodiiction  ;    Sniall  Breeds' 
t^£.-z^S:P^  Most 

Farmers  intend  to  raise  7  percent  more  turkeys  in  195'l-  than  in  195 3 ^ 
according  to  an  earlj'-- January  survey  of  their  production  Intentions.  This 
includes  an  increase  of  9  percent  for  small  breeds,  and  a  6  percent  increase 
for  large-type  turkeys.    These  Intentions  indicate  that  the  total  output  of 
tiarkey  meat  would  increase  by  a  somewhat  smaller  percentage  than  the  numbers 
of  birds. 

By  areas,  the  intended  increases  are  most  significant  in  the  West 
North  Central  region.    That  region,  with  a  larger  output  than  any  other 
except  the  Western,  intends  to  increase  its  Bronze  output  I3  percent  and 
light  breeds  1^  percent.    The  intended  increases  for  Minnesota  and  Iowa  ex- 
ceed the  average  for  the  region.    In  the  Western  region,  Utah  intends  a 
significant  increase. 

The  breeding  flock  for  turkey  poults,  particularly  the  light -breeds, 
is  likely  to  be  fully  adequate  to  meet  these  intentions.    From  July  1953 
through  December,  the  number  of  light-breed  turkeys  officially  blood-tested 
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Table  6.-  Intentions  to  raise  turkeys.  195**;  turkeys  raised  and 
treed  distribution.  1951  -  1953-  'by  regions 


*      TInl  t 

Regi 

on 

United 
States 

*  Rorth 
; Atlantic 

:  Bast  : 
:  North  : 

West  : 
M,^*.  .  South 
north  : , . ,    .  . 

-    .     ,  Atlantic 

Central: 

Snii'tH  " 

Central* 

Western: 

Intentions  to  raise 

t\jrke78,  195^ 

:  lOU 

106 

(a)  Heavy  breeds 

:  Percent- 

113 

113 

101 

102 

106 

^b^  Llffht  breeds 

age  of 

IIP 

100 

Hk 

99 

Ho 

12Q 

(c)  All  breeds,  cooblnsd 

1953 

105 

105 

113 

106 

103 

105 

107 

Turkeys  raised  in: 

1953  1/  : 

Million 

7.1 

13.1 

9.6 

5.5 

15.7 

55.7 

1952 

.  MLLLion 

.  5.3 

7.1 

12.9 

11.5 

6.1 

17.6 

60.7 

1951  i 

Million 

6.0 

12.3 

8.1 

5.4 

16.3 

52.5 

Light -breed  tiirkeys  as  per-  : 

centage  of  total  raised  : 

195^  (intentions)  : 

Percent  ; 

20.3 

19.9 

2h.k 

46.8 

16.4 

14.0 

23.7 

1953  1/  : 

Percent  ; 

19.0 

20.9 

2k.2 

50.2 

15.3 

11.4 

23.3 

1952  : 

Percent  : 

27.3 

18.8 

18.1 

47.6 

15.5 

17.0 

24.0 

1951  : 

Percent  : 

23.6 

14.7 

11^.6 

51.0 

17.9 

14.2 

21.0 

1/  Preliiainary . 


Table  7  .-  Turlcey  prices  per  povcod:    Eviscerated  heavy  toms  In  New  York  City, 
azid  live,  lightweight  Beltsvllle  Small  Whites,  Shenandoah  Valley  of 
Virginia  and  West  Virginia,  selected  dates,  October  1951  to  date 


Season 


Date  1/ 


Oct.  1  ;  Nov.  1  ;  Dec.  1  ;  Jan.  1  ;  Feb.  1  ;  Mar.  1  ;  Apr.  1  ;    May  1  ;  June  1 


1951-  52 

1952-  53 

1953-  54 


1951-  52 

1952-  53 

1953-  54 


1951-  52 

1952-  53 

1953-  54 


1951-  52 

1952-  53 

1953-  54 


Cents 


62-64 
52-54 
50I-53 


65-66 
5B-6O 
56-59 


38-39 
36-37 
33-33^ 


48 
42 


Cents 


63-64 
54-56 
50I-54 


Cents       Cents  Cents 


a.  Frozen  eviscerated  toms. 


Cents 


Cents 


^3^ 
53-57 
52-55 


■5^15^' 
53-56 
50-53 


WW 

53-55 
1/50-53 


16-18  povmds  2/ 


51-55 


49-53 


b.  Frozen  e'/lscerated  tcBis 
62.6ir 


55-58 
53-57 


53-58 
5^-55 


51-  55 
53-56 

52-  55 


55^-561 
2/52-55 


,  heaviest  weights  qu( 

W      57^^5B  57-50 


Cents 


64 
52^-55 


oted  2/ 
 64 


54-56^     53-55  56-59 


c.  Live,  ll^wei^  Beltsvllle  Small  Whites  4/ 
43      41-43      39-40      36-38      37-39      38-39  35 
37-38      37-38  42  ko^     42-43      42-43  38 

3^         37i         37  2/36 

d.  New  York  dressed,  ice-packed,  Beltsvllle  .q»ftn  Whites  2/ 
53  W~        50       59^30  46 


1? 
48 
44^-45 


52 
50 
47 


54 
47 


53 

1/45-46 


56      48-52  43^-49 


Cents 

68^-6c 
53-55i 


70-71 
57-61 


35 
35 


44-45 
44^-45 


1/  When  given  date  was  Satxirday,  S^jnday,  or  a  holiday,  or  quotation  was  otherwise  unaveillabl^, 
first  business  day  thereafter.    2/  Hew  Yozt  City.    1/  January  19,  1954  .    4/  Shenandoah  Valley. 


Sotarce  for  dressed  turkey  prices:    Producer's  Price  Current. 
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for  incluBxon  in  breeding  flocks  wac  63  percent  larger  than  a  year  earlier, 
and  only  5  percent  less  than  the  number  tested  in  the  full  12  months  of 
the  1952-53  breeding  season. 

For  large -breed  turkeys,  testings  through  December  were  6  percent 
fewer  than  a  year  earlier;  but  last  season  fewer  poults  probably  were 
raised  than  covild  have  been  obtained  from  the  Bronze  breeding  flock.  There- 
fore the  current  number  of  breeders  does  not  indicate  any  shortage  of  hea.\'y~ 
breed  poults  for  the  year  as  a  whole. 

Farmers'  January  intentions  were  based  in  part  on  their  experience 
with  the  1953  turkey  crop,  which  was  on  the  whole  favorable.    Hot  only  were 
prices  at  a  level  generally  satisfactory  to  growers,  but  feed  costs  were 
lower  than  the  year  before,  and  mortality  wac  reported  to  be  exceptionally 
low. 

Economic  developments  occurring  after  the  intentions  were  stated  may 
affect  the  size  of  the  turkey  crop.    Since  the  holidays,  prices  of  small 
turkeys  have  declined  (table  7)-    Further  declines  may  occur  on  account  of 
the  large  supply  of  small  turkeys  e:qpected  about  March  and  after.  This 
large  supply  is  indicated  by  a  special  report  by  the  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture 1/  on  poult  production,  as  well  as  by  a  more  detailed  weekly  report  of 
hatchings  and  egg  settings  in  Virginia,  the  State  with  the  largest  number 
of  such  tv . keys . 

The  USDA  report  shows  2^  times  more  light -breed  turkeys  hatched  in 
December  1953  in  7  leading  States  than  in  December  1952.    On  January  1,  195^; 
twice  as  m2.ny  eggs  of  light  -breed  birds  were  in  incubators  as  a  year  earlier. 
Meanwhile,  the  respective  changes  for  the  heavy  breeds  were  increases  of 
10  and  15  percent.    The  corresponding  data  by  States,  and  the  data  for 
Virginia,  are  sho^-m  in  tables  3  and  9. 

Total  storage  stocks  of  turkeys  on  January  1,  195^;  were  126  million 
pounds,  a  decline  from  the  season  peak  holdings  sho\m  in  table  10.    At  their 
January  1  level,  these  storage  stocks  were  below  last  year's  corresponding 
total,  but  the  decrease  is  about  equivalent  to  the  quantity  in  1953  stocks 
which  was  intended  for  delivery  to  the  USDA  surplus  removal  program. 

Large  Hatchery  Output  for  January 

Flock  Replacement  Chi_cks 

Hatchings  for  195^^  flock  replacements  have  started  earlier  than  usual. 
Hatchery  operators  had  33  percent  more  chicken  eggs  in  incubators  at  the 
beginning  of  January  than  a  year  earlier.    Orders  on  hand  January  1  for 
February  delivery  exceeded  last  year  by  I6  percent,  and  demand  had  been 
active  in  llovember  and  December  for  out-of -season  replacement  chicks.  These 
measures  of  hatchery  activity  indicate  a  larger  January  and  February  output 
than  in  1953^  when  demand  for  replacement  chicks  was  slow  early  in  the  sea- 
son but  picked  up  later  in  the  year.    Output  in  the  first  2  months  of  this 
year  may  thue  exceed  that  of  the  same  period  of  1953^  and  of  1952  as  well. 


U  "Special  Poult  Production  Report",  Crop  Reporting  Board,  January  13 . 
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Tible  3  .-  Poult  production  in  December  1953  and  last  half  of  1953?  eggs 
In  incubators  Jgnuary  1,  195^*.  7  leading  stales,  bj  breed  tyoe 
as  a  percentage  of  previous  year 


~  — 

■  cults 

hatched 

in 

■      poults  hatched 

—  — 

n  incubators, 

State 

Iiecember  1953 

;  July: 

-  T'^'c ember 

'1953  * 

Jan 

.  1,  ,195 

Heavy  : 

li.Sht  : 

All 

:  Heavy 

:  lignt  : 

\\1  : 

Heavy  : 

breed.'. ; 

breed  s : 

poults 

:  breed^j 

:  breeds : 

^Q-a  It  : 

breeds : 

■noil  1  "hf? 

Percent 

Penn . 

133 

1^42 

Ihl 

?5 

121 

11) 

:  J.62 

1U9 

Ohio  ! 

150 

15^ 

=  1 

139 

115 

■  219 

219 

Mich. 

15 

250 

2o3 

37 

117 

9c 

.■  360 

:  156 

221; 

Minn . 

525 

525 

525 

264 

263 

176 

"  299 

2U9 

Va.  : 

kzo 

2UO. 

2^9 

1  jO 

136 

132 

lUO 

.  165 

157 

S.  C.  : 

112 

300 

137 

i:)l 

11^2 

118 

134 

"  203 

148 

Calif. 

93 

123 

105 

93 

63 

77 

87 

.  261 

105 

7  States  ' 

11 J 

263 

20^^ 

10^; 

1)1^ 

133 

115 

210 

154 

Table  9  . 

-  Turkey 

s:    Hatchings  of  poult ;^ 

and  settings  of  < 

in 

incubators, 

Shenandoaii  Valley  of 

Virgin! 

a>  Au.^^ust 

1953  to 

date 

with  previous-year  comparison 


E3^^ii  ret, 

F 

cults  ha 

tched^ 

:':;ultr, 
hatched, 
.cumulative 

avera 

•76  veekly 

late 

avera-'e  ^/eekly  rate 

'eriod 

'■l953'-54  ~ 
as  a 

1953-54 
as  a 

::i  952-53 

: 1 95  3 -54 : percentage 

1952-53: 

1953-54: 

percentage 

1952-53 

•1953-5 

of 

1952-53 

of 
1952-53 

:  ThCM6 . 

Th':>us  . 

Percent 

Thous . 

~ThDusT~ 

Perceat. 

Thous 

2- 

30- 

52 

51 

9^ 

49 

78 

159 

?i!4 

389 

.  27 

23- 

25 
26- 

23 

15 

€^ 

19 

13 

95 

320 

463 

30 

l4l 

13:' 

18 

9 

50 

391 

49B 

29 

46 

126 

274 

22 

24 

109 

496 

618 

30- 

27 
28- 

113 

209 

177 

30 

84 

280 

617. 

955 

3 
4- 

123 

222 

iSc 

53 

122 

210 

675 

1,077 

10 

158 

73 

748 

11-  : 

17 

184 

37 

835 
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Table  10.  -  Turkeys :    Peak  United  States  storage  holdings  as  a  percentage 

of  preceding,  year 's  crop,  1935  "to  date 


• 

Turkevs  slau.^ihtered 

reaii. 

storage  holdings  of  turkey  from  crop  of 

given  year^ 

ITOduct.  weignt 

Dasis 

Year 

Eviscerated 

itrl  — fc:UUcl£,c 

;  Percentage  : 

;  of  previous  : 

weight 

of 

Weight 

.Percentage 

::    season's  : 

Konth 

:  equivalent 

previous 
year 

of  crop 

storage 

oc  curing 

peak  : 

..  ■         ....      .  . 

Million 

:  pounds 

Percent 

pounds 

Percent 

Percent 

:  Month 

1935 

:  220 

9^ 

21 

7 

88 

Feb.  1  following 

1936 

:  297 

135 

1+1 

15 

196 

do. 

1937 

;  285 

96 

28 

8 

68 

do. 

1938 

'^93 

103 

28 

8 

100 

do.. 

1939 

:  3^8 

119 

65 

18. 

232 

do.. 

I9U0 

:  392 

113 

65 

15 

100 

do. 

19li-l 

380 

97 

60 

13 

92 

do. 

191^2 

1+01 

106 

^8 

8 

63 

do. 

19^3 

3  (2 

93 

1+8 

10 

Q.O. 

191+1I 

:  i+1+1 

119 

71+ 

16 

151+ 

do. 

19U5 

5^+5 

12I+ 

135 

25 

162 

Mar .  1  following 

191+6 

561+ 

103 

ll+O 

21 

IOI+ 

Feb.  1  following 

191+7 

!  i+05 

86 

86 

13 

61 

Dec.  1 

191+8 

:  1+20 

87 

55 

9 

61+ 

Feb.  1  following 

191I9 

:  569 

135 

138 

27 

251 

do. 

1950  ' 

606 

107 

.  117 

17 

85 

do. 

1951 

:  691 

lli+ 

116 

16 

99 

do. 

1952  ' 

762 

110 

158 

19 

136 

Dec.  1 

1953 

:  676 

89 

13^ 

20 

85 

do« 

An  indication  that  the  expanded  hatchery  activity  is  mostly  for 
replacement  chicks  rather  than  for  broilers  is  sho\m  by  reports  froiii  hatch- 
eries in  broiler  areas.    Such  hatcheries  reported  that  settings  in  the 
3  weeks  to  January  2  were  11  percent  above  the  previous  year.    This  increase 
was  less  than  that  of  the  hatchery  industry  as  a  whole. 

Farmers '  intentions  concerning  layin^^;  flock  replacement  will  be 
surveyed  abov.t  February  1,  and  the  findings  v;ill  be  included  in  the 
Department  of  Agriculture's  February  10  report  on  Crop  Production. 
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Tatle  11.-  Indicators  of  early-season  hatchery  activity  for  laying  flock 
replacement,  winter  1953- 5^ ^  with  comparisons 


Item 

:  -Unit 

1953-5**  : 

1952-53  : 

1951- 

52 



November 

88 

84 

Hatchery  output 

Millions 

107 

Broiler  placements 

in 

(11) 

specialized  areas 

1/ 

do. 

15 

(l*^) 

13 

10 

Difference 

do. 

;  92 

75 

December 

87 

Hatchery  output 

:  Millions 

:  117 

95 

Broiler  placements 

in 

(IM 

(11) 

specialized  areas 

1/  ; 

do . 

15 

13 

11 

Difference 

•  do. 

102 

82 

77 

January  1 

Percentage 

Total  chicken  eggs 

in 

of  previous 

incubators 

year 

133 

118 

120 

Chicken  eggs  in  incubators  ; 

in  broiler  areas  l/  2/  : 

do.  ; 

111 

(13) 

115 

(11) 

121 

(7) 

Bookings  of  chick  orders  ; 

for  Fehir^Ty  delivery  ; 

do.  ; 

.  116 

117 

101 

1/  ri-amber  cf  reporting  areas  indicated  in  parenthesis. 

2/  Sun  of  egg  settings  for  3  veeks  ending  about  January  1. 


Feed  Prices  Turn  Upward 

Feed  prices  paid  by  poultrymen  have  risen  from  the  low  point  which 
was  reached  in  November  (table  12).    At  $3.77  per  cwt.  in  mid -December, 
the  average  value  of  poultry  ration  was  9  cents  above  mid  -Hcvember,  but 
31  cents  below  a  year  earlier.    The  outlook  is  for  firmer  prices  for  mixed 
feeds  in  the  next  half  year,  since  prices  of  most  ingredients  are  above 
their  recent  lows . 

Receipts  of  com  at  terminal  markets  have  been  declining,  suggesting 
that  farmers  are  placing  much  of  the  corn  stocks  not  needed  currently  under 
the  Government  loan.    In  mid -December ,  the  U.  S.  average  farm  price  of 
corn  was  $l.iTl  per  bushel,  cor^pared  with  the  $1.60  U.  S.  average  loan  rate. 

Prices  of  protein  feeds  have  risen  sharply  in  the  last  few  months. 
In  early  January  bagged  soybean  meal  wholesaled  at  $83,25  per  ton,  about 
$16  higher  than  2  months  earlier.    Prices  of  meat  scrap  also  advanced,  by 
10  to  $15  per  ton  from  their  ilovember  lovs. 
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Table  12.-  U.!3.;  average  prices  paid- "b^  farmers  for  poultry  feeds,  and 
related  data,  monthly,  January  1950  to  date 


Year 

:Jan. 

:Feb . 

:Mar . 

:Apr . 

:May    :  June 

• 

:  July 

• 
• 

1  Au;.^^ 

•  • 

:Sept . :Oct. 

•  • 

:Nov . 

:Dec . 

1  Aver 

(al 

Laying  mash , 

dollars  per 

cwt . 

1950 

1951 
1952 

1953 

:  ^+.39 
:  I+.82 
:  5.30 
:  5.12 

^.31 
k.8k 

5.31 
5.02 

■  U.3^ 
I+.92 

5.29 
5.00 

h.hl 
h.90 

5.29 
h.oh 

t;.58  U.56' 
k.91  U.38: 

5.28  5.29  : 

^.93    i+.39  . 

U.67' 

I+.9I 

5.25 

h..lk 
k.92  ■ 
5.30  . 
,l+:.8.l+  . 

1+.60 

*+  .9^ 

5.35 
I+.80 

5 .03 
5.27 

^.13 

U.58 
5.12 
5.20 
1+.66 

I+.67 
5.23 
5.16 

k.T! 

it. 53 

k.9o 

5.27 
1^.88 

(b)  Scratch  feed, 

. dollars  per 

cwt , 

1950 
1951 
1952 
1953 

:  3.72 
•  1^.29 
:  I+.67 
:  h.^jO 

3.71 

3.77 
U.50 

k,6S 
k,h2 

3.87 

h.kg 

h.lO 
k.k2 

3.99  '  *^.oo 
1+.52  kM 
h.69  h.69 
k.hi  k.39 

>.66; 

It. 35. 

'  l+,o6 
!+,i+i+ 
U..65 
^.3h 

'h.03 

..1+.1+5 
■  U.65 
U.32 

3.99 
1+.1(5 
1+  .60 
I+.28 

I1.05 
h.-jh 
h.^k 
k,22 

h,13 
1+.61 

■1<.50 
i+.26 

3.95 
k.ki 
I+.61+ 
l).36 

(c)  Value  of.  poultry,  ratlpn ,  dollars 

•per  cwt  .  1/ 

1950 
1951 
1952 
1953 

3.38 
:  3.69 
:  k.26 
:  U.u6 

3.35 
3.96 
U.25 
3.96 

3.i+o 
1,00 
k.2h 
3.97 

3.i^8 

3.99 
k.2k 
3.9^ 

3.62  3.61 
1+.02  3.95 
k.23  k,21 
3.92.  3. .36 

3.7c 

3.95 
I..I8 

3.83 

3.73 
3.96 
li.2l+ 
3.81+ 

3.63 

3.99 
1^.28 
3.82 

3.60 
I+.0I+ 
I+.17 
.3.72 

3.63 
1+.12 
I+.09 
3.68 

3. 71+ 
1+.22 
I+.08 
3.77 

3.58 
i+.oi 

l|.21 
3.86 

(d)  Index  of  prices  naid  by  fanners  for  feed  2/ 

1950  ; 

1951  : 

1952  : 

1953  : 

2.1 
230 
251^ 
2kk' 

199 
233 
255 
239 

201 

235 
25U 
.  238 

20U 
236 
25I1 
•  23k 

21U  2.12 
238  233 
252  .  21+9 
"  231  .'  ■  226  . 

210 
232 
21+7  . 
20?,  . 

217 
232 
.  252 
-222 

213 
23I+ 
.25V 

■  220 

211- 
238 

21+9 
216 

21I+ 
21+5 
21+6 
21k 

'221 
252 
2I+6 
220 

210 
236 
251 
227 

(e)  I 

ndex  of  prices  received  "by '  fanners,  for  feed  .jjralns  2/ 

1950  : 

1951  : 

1952  : 

1953  : 

111 
229 
250 
^221; 

173 
23Q 
2li5 
215 

182 
238 
2kk 
•219  • 

190  • 

239 
2Us 
21S' 

■  201  203 
240  ?3U 
2ii5      21+6  . 
219.  .2^12 

211 

232 
2.1+7 
213 

'208 
23*^ 

.  :250  . 

'  213' 

209 
23k 

251 
215 

201  • 
236 
231 
199  ■ 

20  k 
21+1 

223- 
19-9 

•  216^ 
2^)1 
-228 
•■208 

198 

237 
21+2 
213 

1/  Average  of  prices  paid  for  commercial  feeds  and  prices  received  for  gra.ln. 
2/  1910-11+  =  100.  ;  ■  .'.i-.' 
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Anniiftl  Rate  of  Lay 

Continues  Upward  Trend 


Egg  production  in  the  year  ;3ust  closed  was  a  record  high,  exceeding 
1952  by  79  million  dozens^  almost  2  percent.    This  increased  production 
occtirred  despite  the  fact  that  during  most  of  1953  the  National  laying 
flock  was  smaller  than  in  1952.    On  January  1,  1953  the  laying  flock  was 
3  percent  below  a  year  earlier,  but  I6  percent  smaller  than  the  peak 
reached  at  the  beginning  of  19^. 

The  rate  of  egg  production  per  bird  in  1953  reached  a  new  hig^, 
continuing  the  upward  trend  (see  chart  in  this  issue).    All  of  the  three 
comaonly-used  mesisures  of  annvial  rate  of  lay  show  the  sane  vtpwEird  trend. 
These  measures  are  (l)  eggs  laid  during  the  year  per  hen  and  pullet  on 
farms  January  1;  (2)  average  number  of  eggs  laid  per  layer  on  hand  during 
the  year;  (3)  the  sua  of  the  12  monthly  figures  for  rate  of  lay  per  bird. 

Rate  of  lay  figured  according  to  the  first  concept  is  essentially 
eggs  laid  per  bird  housed.    The  figure  is  typically  30  or  35  eggs  smaller 
than  that  for  eggs  laid  per  bird  on  hand  during  the  year. 

The  second  emd  third  neasxires  of  egg  production  per  bird  result  In 
similar  figures.    The  second,  average  number  of  eggs  per  layer  on  hand 
during  the  year,  is  total  egg  production  divided  by  the  average  number  of 
layers  on  hand  during  the  year,  while  the  third  is  the  B\im  of  the  Individ- 
ual monthly  figures  on  eggs  produced  per  layer.    Since  these  Individual 
monthly  figures  can  be  added  as  the  year  progresses,  cozi^>ari8on8  with  cor- 
responding periods  of  previous  years  axe  facilitated,  and  the  conoputation 
also  can  easily  be  set  up  for  12 -month  periods  other  than  the  calendar  year. 


Steady  Increases  in: 


EGG  PRODUCTION  PER  BIRD 


EGGS  PER  YEAR 


150 


100 


50 


On  basis  of  Jan.  I 
hens  and  pullets 


0 


1910 


1920 


1111 


I  '  ■  '  ' 


1930 


1960 


U.  S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 


NE6.  3-  54(1  ) 
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Table  13.-  Annual  egg  production  per  bird,  alternative  bases, 
and  supporting  data,  1909  to  date 


Tota  1 

B           X  w  wot  J. 

Egg  production  per  bird  during  the  year 

• 

Hens  and 

Per  hen 

and 
pullet 

on 
farms 
Jan.  1 

XJ  Cl.  0      ^      W 11  • 

Sum  of  12 

vj  yJAM    wX  X.f^ 

■ni  ]  1  1  p*h  0 

k            lX<.AlilL^CX  1 

C(*  V  wX  CX^w  4 

lUVJLXvXiXjr  XX^dXwkJ 

Year 

1      ^  XClJf  Xxl(J^  CXl^U 

^./X     Xd.j'  cx  0 

number  of' 

on  egg 

,  on  farms 

not  yet 

on  farms 

1  Q vpT*^  on ' 

Xdjr  wX  0  w&i 

UX  UVJLAl..  WX\JIX 

»       J-ctj'  xii^  y  VJXI 

XVJX  UiiC 

X  dX  XU  0  < 

T\OY*     1  C\C\     1  J^"\r<^Y»Q 

*f"  It 

»     X  ctX  Ulo    U  cLIi  «  JL 

year 

\X\XX  Xii^ 

»          xcUUL'^Lt  cL 

year 

»      Uli.w  JCCLX 

JJCX     Xclj^wX  UcloXD 

 ; 

>  Million 

Mn 111 nn 

I'iXXXXUXl 

TT  rr  rre 
■C'BgS 

IQOQ 

8^ 

IQIO 

07  ODD 

85 

1911  : 

29  UOO 

86 

86 

28  100 

■R27 

86 

I91U  : 

27  900 
^  1  : y^^ 

^28 

85 

1Q15 

29  QOO 
c-y  )  yK)^ 

^kn 

88 

1916  : 

28  800 

^^1 

87 

1917  : 

27 . 700 

^2^ 

86 

1918  : 

28  000 

^26 

86 

1919  : 

^0  500 

^51 

87 

1920  : 

29  700 

^Ul 

87 

1921  : 

?o  800 

9^ 

1922  : 

000 

9"^ 
yo 

192"^ 

■^■5  000 

^72 

94 

1924  : 

592 

jy^ 

8q 

1925 

■5k  069 

"^91 
jy-^ 

90 

112 

114 

1926  : 

-57  2U8 

■^1  5 

95 
yj 

118 

120 

1927 
1  qp8 

A-     C \J  « 

^8  627 

Ul5 

Q'3 

yj 

117 

118 

XXU' 

k97 

y^ 

1 IQ 
xx^ 

HQ 
xx^ 

1929 

XI  9?1 

kok 

94 

1 1  Q 
xxy 

1  21 
x^x 

Upo 

■^22 

9'R 

121 

122 

19^1 

^8  5^2 

UO2 

96 

127 

129 
xc^ 

19^2 

^6  298 

^86 

2QQ 

94 
y^ 

1  21 

Xc^X 

1 2^^ 

91 

118 

X  .Xw 

120 

1|.29 

}  rcy 

^85 

2Q1 

89 

118 

XXw 

119 
xx^ 

609 

^50 

27n 

96 
y^ 

1  22 

1  24 

?k  5'^k 

1  91 

1 2^ 

"57  ^ok 

■3Pn 

288 

QQ 

yy 

1  "RO 

1  "Rl 

19^8 

■37 

353 

C37^-'> 
d.  f  0 

106 

1^5 

1^7 

19'^9 

•38  8U^ 

'57(^ 
J  1 

2cn 

10  "R 

XW  J 
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19^9 

:    56, 15^^ 

399 

331 

141 

170 

171 

1950 

:  58,734 

424 

3^2 

139 

172 

173 

1951 

:  59,265 

410 

331 

144 

179 

176 

1952 

:  61,016 

420 

li^5 

178 

179 

1953 

:  61,962 

4o6 

3^0 

153 

182 

183 
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The  increases  in  rate  of  lay  have  not  "been  'uniform  within  the  indi- 
vidual years,  "but  have  "been  greatest  in  the  months  of  August  tiirough 
January.    In  the  springtime,  when  production  is  at  its  peak,  there  have 
been  only  slight  year-to-year  increases  in  the  rate  of  lay.    For  a  graphic 
presentation  of  the  changes  in  monthly  rates  of  lay,  see  the  Poultry  and 
Egg  Situation  for  March  1950. 

President's  Congressional  Message 

No  change  in  legislation  directly  affecting  poultry  and  egg  price 
support  vas  reccronended  in  the  President's  January  11  metssage  on  agriculture 
to  the  Congress.    The  President's  reccmmendations  vere  that: 

"(l)  Provisions  of  the  /Agricultural  Act  of/  19^9... "bo  continued  for 
poultry  and  eggs  vith  the  discretionary  authority  for  the  Secretary  of 
AgricultT-ure  to  support  prices  at  not  to  exceed  90  percent  of  pcvity; 

"(2)  Discretionary  authority  be  continued  to  purchase  poultry  prod- 
ucts for  use  in  the  school  lunch  program,  in  non-profit  institutions,  and 
for  certain  other  purposes." 

Canadian  Egg  Pr^i^e 
Support  Extended 

The  Canadian  Government  has  recently  announced  an  extension  of  the 
egg  price  support  program  vhich  was  begun  in  that  country  in  the  spring  of 
195^.    Under  that  program,  the  Dominion  Price  Support  Board  guarantees  a 
minimrum  price  in  the  fall  for  eggs  stored  during  the  spring,  if  private 
stcrers  are  unable  othenn.se  to  net  the  assured  price. 

As  in  past  years,  the  support  measure  is  geared  to  a  springtime  price 
of  33  cents  (Canadian)  per  dozen,  for  Grade  A  large  eggs.    The  gviarantee 
applicable  in  the  fall  is  this  base  price  plus  an  allowance  for  storage 
charges . 

A  summary  of  the  operations  of  the  Canadian  program  in  comparison 
with  the  total  egg  production  on  Canadian  farms  is  shoTm  in  the  table  below. 


Tabic  lh-,~  Eggs:    Production  on  farms  in  Canada,  and  operations 
of  Canadian  egg  price  support  program,  1950  to  date 


Year 

production 
on  farms 

[    Peak  monthly 
\    holdings  of 
[  shell  eggs  in 
[  storage 

•  • 

•  • 

:  Eggs  directly  : 
: covered  by  price: 
: support  programs: 

•  • 

Het  direct  ex- 
penditures for 
price  support 
programs 

:  Thousand 

Thousand 

Thousand 

:  cases 

cases 

cases 

Dollars 

1950  ! 

10,172 

hCo 

396 

nil 

1951  : 

10,111 

191 

126 

1,066 

1952  : 

11,153 

391 

352 

62,593 

1953  : 

11,000 

223 

186 

nil 
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Index  of  Special  Articles,  Features,  and  Other  Selected 
Items,  PoiUtry  and  Egg  Situation,  1953* 


Item 


Broiler  Auctions 

Broilers:  low  price  at 
end  of  1953 
weekly  placements  in 
specialized  areas, 
and  related  data 


Issue  No.+ 
1^ 


168 
163,  166 


Chickens:  nxmber,  young, 

in  flocks,  related 

to  chickens  raised 
retail  prices  cacnpexed. 

with  meats 
seasonal  composition 

of  flocks 
seasonal  distribution 

of  supply 
storage  holdings,  first - 

of -month 
trends  in  fowl  and  broilers 

compared 

Chicks:  replacements  and 
broilers,  relative 
numbers 
sexing 

Consxanption,  eggs,  poultry 
and  red  meats 

Egg -feed  price  ratios: 
az3d  chickens  raised 

Egg  Production:  by  half-years, 
measure  of  specialization 
efficiency,  by  flock-size, 
Indiana 

Eggs,  liquid  and  frozen: 
albumen,  yolk,  mixed 

whole,  price 

comparisons 
monthly  production, 

stocks,  disappearance 
storage  stocks 


Eggs,  futures 
prices 


contract 


Eggs:  monthly  supply, 

disposition,  prices, 
frcm  1951 


I6U 
167 
167 
167 
168 
167 


165 
167 


167 

167 
165 


163 
16U 


166 

168 
166 


I6k 


l6h 


Item 

Eggs:  parity  prices, 
and  computation 
rate  of  lay,  annual 
receipts  in  terminal 
markets  compared 
with  production 
trends  of  storage 


Issue  No."*" 

166 
165 


163 
167 


Eggs  and  Poultry:  Chicago 
receipts,  by  mean^ 
of  transportation  I63 
statistical  indications  of 
volume,  value,  and  cost 
and  profit  factors        I65,  I67 

Foreign  Trade,  Tariff  Rates  165 


Parity  prices:  basis 
computation 


for 


PovLLtry  (chickens  and  turkey) 
annual  storage  peaks  re- 
lated to  production 


163 


163 


Poultry  and  Eggs:  consumption  l6d 
outlook  167 
prices  and  related  ratios, 

monthly  averages  167 
production,  disposition, 

and  gross  income       16^4^,  165^ 
retail  prices  168 


167 


Price  Controls,  OPS,  end  of  l6k 

Turkey,  USDA  purchases  fran 

1952  crop,  sxmmiary  163 

Turkeys:  monthly  testings  of 

breeders  by  State 

agencies  l6d 
numbers  raised,  and 

related  feictors  I67 
production,  disposition 

and  gross  income  l6lf,  I65 

poults  brooded  per  breeder  I68 
season  of  marketing  l6d 
storage  holdings, 

con5)osition  of, 

by  size  and  style 

of  dressing  I68 
storage  holdings, 

monthly  and  weekly  I68 


*The  last  preceding  index,  covering  1952,  was  published  in  the  Jan, -Feb.  1953  issue 
+Issue  163,  Jan. -Feb.;  l6k,  Mar. -Apr.;  165,  May-Jwe;  166,  July-Aug.;  I67,  Sept.- 
Oct.  (Ann'l  Outlook  issue);  168,  Nov. -Dec. 


-  21  - 


TetlelJ.-  Turkeys  raised,  and.  Intentions  to  raise  turkeys,  by  regions,  1938  to  date 


\  Turkeys  raised 

Intentions 

Turkeys  raised 

Intentions 

,  Turkeys  raised 

Intentions 

to  raise 

to  raise 

to  raise 

Percent- 

turkeys as 

Percent- 

turkeys as 

Percent- 

turkeys as 

Year 

age  of 

a  percent- 

age of 

a  percent- 

age of 

a  percent- 

:Niunber 

previous 

age  of 

Number: 

previous 

age  of 

Niunber 

previous 

age  of 

year 

previous 

year 

previous 

year 

previous 

u 

year 

1/ 

year 

u 

year 

:  Mil. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Mil, 

Pet. 

Pet. 

Mil. 

Pet. 

Pet. 

North  Atlantic 

East  North 

Central 

West  North 

Central 

1938 

:  1.6 

1C8 

Ill 

2.2 

1C6 

116 

8.5 

117 

106 

1939 

:  1.9 

123 

130 

2.6 

119 

127 

11.1* 

131* 

131 

19'*o 

:  1.9 

101 

106 

2.9 

109 

111 

11.7 

102 

105 

191*1 

:  2.1 

106 

102 

2.7 

91* 

97 

11.2 

96 

97 

191*2 

:  2.3 

no 

107 

2.9 

108 

106 

10.1* 

92 

108 

191*3 

:  2.3 

102 

n9 

2.9 

100 

111* 

9.0 

87 

111 

191*1* 

:  2.7 

117 

108 

3.6 

123 

115 

9.8 

109 

102 

191*5 

.  3.6 

131* 

120 

i;.6 

131 

120 

11.8 

120 

110 

191*6 

•  3.5 

97 

100 

i*.7 

100 

100 

n.9 

101 

97 

191*7 

3-3 

95 

90 

i*.3 

93 

90 

9.6 

81 

81* 

191*8 

3.3 

99 

83 

l*.0 

92 

81 

7.7 

80 

69 

191*9 

3.6 

no 

113 

1*.6 

121 

122 

10.1 

131 

136 

1950  : 

3.9 

1C8 

106 

5.1* 

m 

no 

11.1 

no 

105 

1951  : 

i*.3 

no 

108 

6.0 

n3 

101 

12.3 

111 

100 

1952  : 

5.3 

121* 

107 

7.1 

113 

n2 

12.9 

105 

105 

1953  2/: 

1*.7 

38 

91 

7.1 

100 

100 

13.1 

]01 

103 

1951*  : 

105 

U05 

113 

South  Atlantic 

South  Central 

Western 

1938  : 

2.0 

93 

100 

6.2 

91* 

105 

6.U 

lOU 

99 

1939  : 

2.1 

109 

121 

6.9 

n2 

121* 

8.6 

133 

123 

191*0  : 

2.2 

102 

100 

6.6 

95 

in 

8.5 

100 

97 

191*1  : 

2.2 

99 

99 

5.6 

35 

95 

8.9 

101* 

96 

191*2  : 

2.U 

no 

116 

5.1* 

97 

109 

9.2 

101* 

107 

191^3  : 

2.3 

97 

no 

U.9 

91 

101* 

10.it 

113 

117 

191+1*  : 

2.6 

ni* 

103 

»*.7 

96 

99 

11.7 

113 

99 

191*5  : 

3.3 

126 

113 

5.1* 

113 

96 

11*. 2 

121 

106 

191*6  : 

3.5 

105 

105 

U.8 

90 

105 

11.8 

83 

82 

191*7  : 

3.1 

90 

88 

U.C 

63 

93 

9.6 

81 

71* 

191*8  : 

3.1* 

108 

93 

3.3 

83 

90 

9.9 

103 

89 

191*9  : 

i*.6 

137 

126 

U.3 

132 

119 

13.8 

139 

123 

1950  : 

5.5 

120 

115 

1*.7 

no 

91 

13.2 

96 

92 

1951  : 

3.1 

1U6 

108 

5.1* 

n5 

101 

16.3 

12U 

95 

1952  : 

131 

6.1 

113 

lOl; 

17.6 

103 

112 

1953  2/: 

9.6 

81* 

5.5 

90 

91 

15.7 

89 

85 

I95U  : 

106 

103 

105 

1/  Confuted  from  unrounded  figures. 


2/  Preliiainary. 
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